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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR LI 14. Applicant's submission filed on 8/18/04 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-6, 9-11, 15-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
US patent #6,466,971 (Humpleman et al). 

As for claim 1,16: Humpleman et al teach a computer implement method and 
corresponding system for controlling a first computer device having limited user interface 
using a remote second computer, whereby the computers communicate via a wireless 
communication channel (1:61-67; 2:39-63) and support a common communication 
protocol (5:5-17; 6:10-19), the method/system comprising the steps/means for: 

transmitting the limited user interface information from the first computer device 
14 to the second computer 12 (5:46-50), 

providing an extended user interface at the second computer device corresponding 
to the limited user interface information (5:50-54), the extended interface comprising the 
transmitted user interface information and extended functions (10:28-36. I.e., the 
interface and function browsed and displayed in the GUI page). 
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receiving user input via the extended user interface at the second computer 12, 
transmitting user command information corresponding to the user input from the 

second computer to the first computer device, and executing the corresponding user 

commands at the first computer 14 (5:54-56). 

- As for claim 2: The interface information is a standardized user interface description 
(6:11-19). 

- As for claims 4, 17: The wireless communication channel is automatically 
established between the computers without user intervention (5:45-56). 

As for claims 5,18: The second computer having a display for displaying the user 
interface (5:22-26). 

- As for claims 6, 19: The second computer 14 comprising a keyboard (5:22-24). 

- As for claims 9, 20: The second computer 14 browses the GCO structure data for 
displaying the user interface (5:47-49). 

- As for claim 10: Humpleman's teaching of remote control (1:61-65) implicitly 
includes a wireless communication protocol for transmitting information between the 
computers. 

- As for claim 1 1 : A HTTP is used for transmitting user command information 
between the computers (12:6-9). 

- As for claims 15, 21 : Second computer initiates a request for GUI information (5:46- 
48). 
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- As for claim 22: The system further includes a third computer 96, which third 
computer 14 inherently includes a processor, a transceiver, and a memory for storing 
user interface information (5:39-64;figure 19). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. Claims 3, 7-8, 12-14, 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over US patent #6,466,971 (Humpleman et al). 

As for claim 3: Humpleman fails to clearly teach that the second computer transmits 
a list of services to the first computer prior to the first computer sending user interface 
information. However it would have been obvious to one of skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to implement the transmission a list of services from the 
second computer to the first computer prior to the first computer sending user 
interface information to Humpleman's teaching of universal remote control. 
Motivation of the implementation is for advertising to the first computer the type of 
services the universal remote controller possesses. 

- As for claims 7, 8: Humpleman fails to teach that a WML is used for transmitting the 
user interface information from the first computer to the second computer. However 
implementation of WML is well known in the art of user interface for devices having 
limited user input capability. Thus it would have been obvious to one of skill in the 
art, at the time the invention was made, to combine the well known WML to 
Humpleman's teaching of transmitting user interface information. Motivation of the 
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combining is for the advantage of allowing the rendering device the flexibility to 
render the user interface in the best manner (see US patent #6,446,096, 5:18-29). 

- As for claims 12, 13: Humpleman fails to clearly teach the confirmation signal. 
However it would have been obvious to one of skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to implement the confirmation signal notifying the user the 
completion of an executed command. 

As for claim 14: Humpleman fails to clearly teach that the first computer initiates 
communication. However, it would have been obvious to one of skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to implement the first computer initiates 
communication by sending the GUI information. Motivation of the implementation is 
for speeding up the interaction. 

- As for claim 23, 24: User interface information of the first computer 14 (device B) 
can be stored in an Interface library 80 at the third computer 96 and can be downloaded 
to second computer 12 (device A) responsive to a query from the second computer 
(18:25-37; figure 19). Each of the devices includes pointer and handler (1 6:59-62). Thus 
it appears that first computer 14 (device B) provides a pointer to second computer 12 
(device A) indicating a memory location in the third device 96 where interface 
information of the first computer 14 is stored so that second computer can retrieved the 
interface information. Even if it is not, it would have been obvious to one of skill in the 
art, at the time the invention was made, to implement the providing of the pointer from 
first device 14 to second computer 12 for indication the store location of the user 
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information. Motivation of the implementation is for the ease of processing speed by 
having the data readily available to the second computer. 

As for claims 25, 26: Humpleman et al teach a computer implement method and 
corresponding system for controlling a first computer device 14 having limited user 
interface using a remote second computer 12, whereby computers 14 and 12 
communicate via a wireless communication channel (1:61-67) and support a common 
communication protocol (575-17; 6:10-19), the method/system comprising the 
steps/means for: 

transmitting the limited user interface information from the first computer device 
14 to the second computer 12 (5:46-50), 

providing an extended user interface at the second computer device corresponding 
to the user interface information (5:50-54), the extended interface comprising the 
transmitted user interface information and extended functions (10:28-36. I.e., the 
interface and function browsed and displayed in the GUI page). 

receiving user input via the extended user interface at the second computer 12, 

transmitting user command information corresponding to the user input from the 
second computer to the first computer device, and executing the corresponding user 
commands at the first computer 14 (5:54-56). Humpleman fails to clearly teach the 
confirmation signal. However it would have been obvious to one of skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to implement the confirmation signal notifying the user the 
completion of an executed command. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
REMARKS: 

In response to the argument that Humpleman et al do not provide an extended user- 
interface which comprises the transmitted limited user interface information and extended 
function, the limitation is disclosed by Humpleman in the teaching of browser-based interface 
wherein the user interface of the client device is extended by downloaded GUI page. The 
download GUI page extends the capability of the client interface to interact with services in the 
network (10:28 - 11:28). 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ba Huynh whose telephone number is (703) 305-9794. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on (703) 308-5186. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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